ClRvAE=R N NE=—F = W il e
HHEOFEH » K950 38% > 1] 19—36H

3 TIPS AT BRI D
— LI ERP 2 I 51

* X % £ & ®O&
B S & e il R ROK 2 BEHEAZ B S 5 A JE R A R OK 2
A A & BT BlRAXEE 7 % DHEEHER

A 2Bk 2 355 H AN - 3 e N8 A SR E SRR - DUINA RIS -
ICE TR 3 B TR E AT AR 2 BB REIE o A SCLUHR R e S B 5E i
B LT AR EL L RERE » M H P L FRIMRIGHR B H MR < 3 (1 BRI ER R B - Hif
SR~ BER GBI - E R S R Z R (E o B —— A5 5 B S
AL » DR Z KERBGR - RGBSR TS A B TR R RERE 2 N5R » A3
LLERP HHRAM 28 AR BIARIERI - 3 LL=FRMPE AR Rt 2 i MU BUESER 119
i B TR - MEAT R Z FRESE o AR SCZIFFERS REUR - 1 & A S g A MR8 ~
AR Z B SR BLER T SRATE (WA 1~ - (831 STl F B 2 B TR R L A S 1 I 2 )
SOBCR - TBCH AR 1SS B ] 2 2 SRR RE R A RS S0 8 (HR E Bl Sk f &2
BRAE R K A BB - ASCZIehE R - AR ftis — Ak 2 - (Em Y
AFEFRIZ2% -

FAEEE - EXERRE  RIREREN KEE - BBRE

HPR 2L 25T HBME > R3S TAD ZKMEREE » H) 8BS A e E )& AR
(Information Technology, IT) » #§ LA$E & 28 RIRUASE 4404 « SR1M > SRS A—IHITITH » AT K
ey A SR B ) ORE R EATE A 2 IT Ba I - K558 15 e Fr A8 mE i
REFL R B AT IT - — M S > S3ETEA—EE A0 1T IR > JERIL IR
B fEWIE T2 i 0 R TIFaf iz » THZ2EMERENEMEHE » REhME
WEICE L IR RSB E » KMtk 5 i TOF EROSEREIE » 0 S i 8 I
HFF e - QAT RE S (e HERERORANME - MG RGHT 1T ZIREME A R -
TEHATEEATE AN ZEARGH » 2 EFEHE] (Enterprise Resources Planning, ERP) &AM
& H ATE TR SR IT 2 — » BURBIFE BN F] (International Digital Company, IDC) (277 » &
92) KRB 91 4 5 F AT M E IR » fEAERARE - 23K ERP Gl LIRE 10.5% HEER R - H
HITE A LA EZ 1 28R H ERP At - (BGIERTA 1Y B 5E i AL TRIARI R « KI5 R 87 4E T
WA F O 2 EEE PR (Industry & Technology Intelligence Services, ITIS) (77 » [ 92) #Yy
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AR > B0 ERP RAAIIE A o A~ FIEEAI TR —ARA] » Hh XN Z KF B ER A o
Ut o AZECEE A —JEHT IT IR > BR T S5 A58 IT Z38ME TIESL 8 1T 8 AL > PRET QAT 6 F &
EHVER SRR E A A LB ER S BRI E— -

W Z FHBRABFFERER 7 AR A S i Fe T R » LA ERES 22 1T KER 73 B A A SRt » Bl 7
i B (Davis, Bagozzi, & Warshaw, 1989) ~ WWW (Lederer, Maupin, Sena, & Zhuang, 2000) LL KX
EJE B E-Mail (Adams, Nelson, & Todd, 1992) %4 o — &M S » i3S 8 1T A 6% B HAH %
R (B4 AR HRT) - thENEEA R ] LLE B GE A Bl A » B AR B A k2 1T - 3@
5 Z FHRBAR ZE RER LA A & 1T 2 TR 38R - ARl i H 0T 1T Z B FHRERE (Davis et al.,
1989 ; Jackson, Chow, & Leitch, 1997) = 2R » ¥ {EEFPEAZITING » P HEHEBEEET
WSO P & e R B A SR A PR PRt B 2 A B G SSE FR R O - AR HL R 1T Z
tei {5 AR R AR AR AT » S8 IT —8 A - sl — € Z0 o ¥ BAMEIE AR IT S
FEH—8E A% » tHFCARR R A E AR E LIRS - SREMHE AL EEFRIME » HX - 5t
EREWIBIE TS - 5L & B BT ) — (M B 15 P PRE T R MR o BN S —FE B (Schunk,
1996) » ‘B I NTRE R Z EEINFR - BB LIS R # B S IR ETT R - a7
EHEMS » SREAVEEMH TR » KPS A5 EHE ST 1T < B 53 M W - 8 i ESE
B R EHRRE < BEAVHBITE - BDa R EIE B R GR 6 FTE 1T 2 68 # S E e r R -

R FEAEHRRT 3 B TEHE A IT RUERERERE » iDL ERP A B ERT 7ei X o fifd
— MR R SEFTE A IT B A & BA Sa O AR » AR SOR DUSE 2 2 8 B e B2 BB S5 AH A
SR AR LSRN IT L ERERERE 5 R - (K35 ERP SR (8 ARk B AHBH SRR » A SN
WAH S+ A2 0 {6 A & PAE SRR RTAR By AR S ME B SR ~ AHABCE A B B0R Ak <5 = (6 22 5 R
S USRI R A8 - (BT 1T SIS HME (Perceived Ease of Use, PEOU) S A1 HITE

(Perceived Usefulness, PU) » Wl LA [H].2 RIS BA R AR ERET » 18 £eht Az s W an o] 52 228 (0 F & 447 1T 2

BRRER s b IE B RER  @E R EEH KR 2 — » tHERR R thEr
SEERRUAE IR » WO SCUHERET A DI e BRI e L o B - itk - 1 T BRRE AU oe
A2 > A LI A PR - RS SR 7 R - U A=RE R 2 B TRERA » 1T
N HFETE - A2 7ehE R R A B Z » (ERfEHE A ERP AR EHT IT B2 NBH
Bl 2 2% o LUFARSOBR TEEREE )~ NT ZERAETERER D ~ T ANOMEHE B 28R
B TERP Z AR ) S5 DU {18 == A el REAH BRI ST <

— BEEE

Kay (1993) & LLFE & & (anxiety) ~ B 80 (interest) ~ H {50+ (self-confidence) B J & If f&
(favorite) ¢ PU{lASE A E F M & 2 BT ISMIRERE (attitudes toward computers) » A SCEFE > 2EFT
A Z T — AR R > DU B8 B B2 LR G 28068 F 8 S0 1T 2 B8 RE T - AHBARYTH
JERER o {RSEE M IT & B T L TIEMET) (Smith, Conway, & Karsh, 1999) » 1fi B T2 T{FHE
(job characteristics ) *#fHBE S HE 8 & th & G #HEE 2 (Mikkelsen, @gaard, Lindge, & Olsen, 2002)
B TAERYEEAEIIMR (Training) ~ {AAEHEHIE 27720 (Coping) ~ & TIFE.ZH (Demand )
BRI TAFNA 2 FE M (Decision authority ) BIEMEREF R 2 F ik (Learning opportunity) 5 ¢ —
IS ERAIER B IME 2 TIEREE » e 2 TIERPE R BRI 2 NERE o 2K - tHEE
MR E R » B — B (Schunk, 1996) » thRNELERE 5 [#E— (B A FAd1 T 5 m oz — R K3
Ai-Khaldi & Ai-Jabri (1998) & H&H —{FEREIBLERITEE : EHE=4F (computer liking ) » H A 525
o SZHIRE B RS 2 S e R B RS 2 R ~ SRS BRGSO o Hrh S LU EE RS
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JE 2R BB -
— - BRI ERETRIEDN

TEAE AR Z A& 1TETIEH > TAM £ (Technology Acceptation Model, TAM ) &
AR & 5T 1T 2T B2 — o TAM 2t RFRVEIT B (Theory of Reasoned Action,
TRA) BT HAREY > HS TRA FEAEBER 0 2 B 422 (volition control) NHYATES » fit—
MM S > TAM BCE & B & B8 IT 2 3 EMERESRAT R > thIRE TAM — DL TR EE
] | AR BE PR 2 8T 1T (E AT/ o TAM Y 1 2R BGRB8 1 W {16 & o B ] 3 S R 8 1T 2
HERAT R T By PE L (Perceived Ease of Use, PEOU) B TG FH 1 (Perceived
Usefulness, PU) » TAM EiRE A EIT RN 2/ 880 (exogenous variables) &3 i {5 %1
#T1T .2 PEOU B2 PU » [l B HIRZ 1T #Y THEFIAEES 1 - it TREFHREE ) AR s B LA 1T
Z TR (Davis, 1989) s #4% > fif# 2 PU th @ RINFE HE 8 MM R > I PU 5
& THEAER ) AEERESE - T PEOU BRERF TAM B (E A8 2 FINT 72 h 15 B E 300 3K
ANEE SR EE 2R (Davis et al., 1989) ~ CEREHEL E-Mail #(#% (Adams et. al., 1992) Bl WWW
KBS (Lederer etal., 2000) 5 IT S&AE.Z 8 FIETTRIIE ©

HR o TAM 1SR R B A BT I 2 A8 (exogenous variables) i ATE FEHYE 2
Al It Davis, Bagozzi, & Warshaw (1992) 73 - KRR ZWHFEH LB EHEZE TAM Z 44 B8 UK ES
fiZ o FRHR 2 TAM 2N 8 7 G MHBH 2 I SC KB T3 Y =28 (Hong, Thong, Wong, &
Tam, 2002 ; Igbaria, livari, & Maragahh, 1995) :

(—) ERIE=EESH

A7 BRI ) 75 A B sl K RH R SCRR R AR 2 DU 2z T eI B T &% RE 1 (Computer Self-
Efficacy) ¥ T'EB§HIE% 1 (Computer Knowledge) KEFEZ » HiE 4 Venkatesh & Davis (1996) ZHfF
9% o BHIERE R NS B Tt S B B B ] & 2 PEOU - Igbaria & Maragahh (1995) ~ Venkatesh,
Morris, & Ackerman (2000) ~ Agarwal & Prasad (1999) Ed Hong et al. (2002) % &t¥A8[6] 1T S {H
M 2t » tWRBEBHFRISR 5 A BRI 2 BT84 Thong (1999) S/ MUK & T 2 i
FEREH > (& A E S CRHAHBAAIERAZ AT - s nTRE L BT RIS 5 Hong et al. (2002) HIl
BEATELATIE B B A E RS thig L (SR Z A - &8 PEOU K PU » HEEREH
AR M -

— RS > FENE B FRANRE B E M3 G 2 T AT v B A BRI - BRI B A = iy 2
HAEME Bogmew s g dns - HEARH T bR PIRORS R - GIaTE (S O BB MATE, (Levine &
Donitsa-Schmidt, 1998) ~ B 0 BB MR (Carison & Wright, 1993 ) ~ F i H $ 4k i B 28 I ek

(Torkzadeh & Koufteros, 1994) LUK FENGHEE LB EE (Marcoulides, 1989) 5 » & LLAF ] EF
IR -
(Z) BARKEE

A E —AE 285 ¢ IT B /M IRYERET ~ B HERR LR HODREIEE TS (Hong et al., 2002) °
FH BRI 72 8601 o 1T 5 % TAM 8 20 2 PU B2 PEOU 5 8 1 1 4% I [ H2 2 52 B3R (Davis et
al., 1989; Hong et al., 2002) » &K LL(Z & (Belief) #8580 - {0 A 2 1) & A TR0 52 BCR

(Venkatesh & Davis, 1996)
(=) HEHRYsZHF

W EFHBAT T AERLL T HEBE ] (Subjective Norms) ZRFIEILSEY » F#IRIM M E RS - F

& 2R~ 47k ~ E)E ERIBEE £ &% 22 R (Brancheau & Wetherbe, 1987; Davis et al., 1992;
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Cale & Eriksen, 1994 ) o tHBR 2 W S2 B » - B0 o oy S5 1) 2 P8R (10 80 388 1T 2 B A 1) - 50
Taylor & Todd (1995) ZW5efat » EARHGE AR - HREZBEREEEM R HIHE g
{5 P B oy BRLASR BB Vg 1 1 » [ e bt 2 B L I B R 1) 5 Karahanna & Straub (1999) ZHFSE8AT
VAT & 6 R 1 @R e A D > AR - HEE AR @R E P H AR

Laughlin (1999) B Bingi, Maneesh, & Jayanth (1999) ZHfFF2HEH » EbE £ &M Hr 0K 2 ERP %
MBS IR 2 — 3 Adams et al. (1992) ZWFFEHER » RFEEEMITC 0 R TiE - Bk
MIS PRI A o HHIA A SR RET 2 F BRI - 208 LIE £ 8 R RS EEHT 1T 2 B RRA
B MOARSOFLL TERE SRR ARHUL LA B o bR 1 FBUHES: - SRR 2 BT AS A BRI E0R
RN SR BLAUE FIR o AR SRR - RHRRA BT SCHR o S8 Mt s 80 FH 2 458 1T -2 PEOU B
PU (Hartwick & Barki, 1994 ; Igbaria, Guimaraes, & Davis, 1995) » Z(E A {HE ERP A& A HYRHE
BERLINKZE 2 — (Laughlin, 1999; Bingi et al., 1999) » SE{ifI%E 3kt & G Bl R A & 6187 1T
ZENSHERER (Mikkelsen et al., 2002) °

=~ ALRE BRI EMR

B Z e ERE S RREZEE WS BHS IT 2ERE 288z — ELg
W RAPER] ~ EERR ~ FE IR  Hh s KE o 2R RS BAetkLAaah
B MR E SRR (B R LS8 E ) (Kay, 1993; Busch, 1995; Bradley & Russell, 1997; Mikkelsen
et al., 2002) ~ ¥ & 4 % BE2038% (Busch, 1995; Hawkins & Paris, 1997; Bauer, 2000) Bl i ) & Il =41
& (computer liking) (Ai-Khaldi & Ai-Jabri , 1998) 5 fEfH & .2 W% » HEMEEEE i
(Mikkelsen et al.,2002) ; 52 ¥ & K& FH S 2R dw gy o HIH f jle sz 21 ) d A £ g P & Bl (Levine
& Donitsa-Schmidt, 1998 ) : FEH T BEFUNERE e & BN F7E (Hawkins & Paris, 1997) 5 &
FEERTR MBS 2 2 > HB AN 2 R R AR R 12 B S B8 .2 2% (Gayle & Thompson,
1995) °

PO - ERP ZRiF4FIE

ERP A AR 175 90 AKX » 2 18 B3 28 1 FH D W0 R 35 K & (Material Requirement Planning,

MRP) H1#5EZJFEE] (Manufacturing Resource Planning, MRP I ) SAffAmidEsEm 2K - —i% ERP %
#ELFG MRP B2 MRP ITEF A DIRE » 60 & S IR B AT 3 IR Rt » HARZEME b » — SRR
fEPEERHE (RDBMS) B F{¢ 2204 (Client/Server) HY%E & % #f (Mraz, 2000) 3 ERP &2 — {1
RAVKERHA A B S AR - HoT IR & (RN ERIA S ~ |at ~ BUE - EIFESEIIR - Rtk
RG> FETH B ZERY B ERE R L R H [ FERE ) (FRBRIS » R 91) 5 ERP Riffiie —EHEBERNAIE
AR - HEESHEREEE A - 1Bt — (AR Ry B RHE ~ B — R 2R — BB A T A SR AR
(Bingi et al., 1999) o LI ZERBAWTR] » 7EHES .2 A AR » ERP — M@ @ A R T B &5 ks »
WO A E R B & o HR - {ERERSZ A KE » ERP AT B3 E (LR A 2 A% 4o A e s
HIER 2R » WL HE— M &R 7R DIRetE < R grat ~ 4% ~ W . F9% > A B E
FERE 2 BREHRIGR » JCHT B RS AHRRA RIGS - 7538 > B ERP R #H — M Bk A T - Wit
SAACEE EHE I F B SR R - 2L EATS - — % ERP BRI ES =B « (Ef%
EREE ~ {5 FH 2B 7R EL A e ARk B (o ) 5 B SR B 1
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5 &
AXEBEF R A TEHTE NGRS RERE - HE R SE)5 50 T A -

—  ZREN

M E B ARHSLZ (6 E AT R AT 72 - TAM 1 2 2 B G B 1 P PR R » IR EAR S LUt
B R AR o ASCZRFFERRCANIE 1 AR > FRS ERP SR — M & e B A sl 0
Pk o WA SO DUSE L e 2 BRI A - ARERE o & R 2 SR RERE 5 LR - Hf2 —#% ERP
BHRREBLREETELAARA - HEMER LS E - SRR - ERESCRHZE
HAVERHIERET ~ DIREHE L RE LUBGRAR Z DIRENESE - &l B B A THY » KA S SE R 25t
A S R LA (50 72 5 e HLOMER  ARAR SR e & R am B 5 i B 2 TR
Fak BLHE TERNNE Rodme ) —RBA AR » AU & AL 2 (51 2 A s 1T
SHERHERRA SRy > ASCHIZZAHBRSCRR » LU TRl Sz ) ~ TRERGESA ) B2 TEOE I <5 = (42 R
FSBBORE R 3 Ik - B E 2T RERLER R BB HRE NI 2 — » A —
DR # 2 A\ EIRE T SR e A BRI e s B 2 R A -

H6
[
IR F:3
B R ko 3, Y
foih 5 AP BEEE
oAl % 4% " Mb
HY9
H3 HS
HF 8 S , e v
%o %7 B 28 F
HS5b
EX RN 5

H7
B 1 AR A RRE

RIRE 1 2B Fef » ASCR e T

H, @ FrA 9 A e & 50 s R0 B & 00T 1T 2 S VERRA -

H, © A A S B2 o A R0 B 0 5 ST 1T 2 PR

H, © & 8007 1T .2 53 FAVE Ry B sth i L8 1T 28 R PERRAT
H,, © (ER& B0 1T 2 5 VR A S R s BT 1T 2SR fEHE

H,, @ & 00T 1T 2 5 VR o B sth s B 0T 1T 2 SR LR -
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Hi, © {50 & 5007 1T 28 R 3R R st s B 1T 2 e -
Hy, @ BEFE#T 1T 278 R PR & Bt s B 7 1T 2 Z2 7 AL o
H, : AT 9SS0 & BEE s 5 B0 A & 8 1T 2 BRI o
: FTE IR AR S )y A M R B A R 1T 2 R LR o
H8 R 1T 2R B MR L 1T 2 B e -
s OV ARSI LA B T AERH
H]O DR E 2 A 58 e B M L B R R AH R -

R i et IS

ERP %ﬂ“ﬁZ%fﬂFﬁZZD SAPAG ~ Oracle ~ PeopleSoft I J.D.Edwards & Bann 5 » H %} ERP 15 £/
AT A A FAEFRIE R - HPBIAREG R Oracle Z ERP RIS » fUA S LRI R 2 12
(& i se R EEﬁAZSYiBfm%EIﬁ#ﬁﬁ)\ ERP A2 SBIARESE > KIMASOR LARIE A
PEAMAA (—HELIAN) ZHNEZE R FERFTEI R o ASCE Jef8H Oracle FHBRTME 0 =l 28 A
ERP Aff—HELINZ 3 » BB GREN SR AT NSRRI G A SCEITIH » HiR
T EHKEER G 2 /N ET 3RS 0 7 (www.hanpin.com.tw) ~ IE32 (www.ralec.com) B

(www.tkec.com.tw) 2B TEMFLEA » E=KAFREEBRE LHAF » B#H Oracle £
ERP %A ©

ARSCEREUN B ek 10 77 T2 > BRI B EEE A ERP A2 B T o A SCHH
i 140 (148 » RN > REHBA QMBS 190 - SRR - Bk b 41.2% > oM
58.8% : B TFIFHE 6.51 F (FF4EE 52354 ) » FIGFEN 33.21 % (FRHEA 6.55 %) s TEAB#
BT mHE (&) LUTE 20.2% » ERNY 33.6.2% » KB 41.2% @t (&) DLEZEADS
0.5% : B9t > B TAEIERE (AEEEE ~ TEREPE) AL 11.8% -

= HRIE

AL LARE £ TE TE - igE 1 R 258l ASCPmakat < M EHE 5 R R 1
NG RER S 5 Horh o /i 5 (H B RS IREGT ~ PR E I = ERE A 5ERl - fETHAARE
Berpr ASCRLL BB AR Z 10 7 B TRATHREI R o ASCREH THARA 2 & Z S 5 HG R B
BHELETRERARIE IERBAE - bk 7RG EH RS IURES) » th2E2RENER
KIEEEEHARE » LIRS 2 -

A BRIE LR ZRIRAERANER 1| FoR - AR BB iR ERUE 20 PR -

(—) Eh&x0:E

ASCE RIS + 8 & B ARV B 138 B AR B T B RUZAGR LR - Ly R+
5% Levine et al. (1998) Frfe iy B R AGEGT - B0 B3 B - (N & BRI
FERTm o AR B OIREIERS 5 B - FETHARINER 1 REBEFTIERET 1 R » AR (RS 5 i -

(D) BBRIR

LRy B2 B AR R e LN ER R L STRFRERRAN » ASCE JEFHIRGLRS « (]
BHERR 2 Beily SR BETIFBRN » LUK (o R & S L 18 B8 £ 4 B[R ] 1) B SR AR A - iRy B R E 2
# Igbaria et al. (1995) il Mikkelsen et al. (2002) Fritlif)BZAGRAHE » MG BHI 2B -
UREEIRE A& 2 SCRP AR - DLEl o R RS FHRE L RAERE IR 6 R » S5t - BRI BCE AR
I IS N FIEBE IR E it 5 B AR > AR B » ASORHERA « 32l S
S ERP GRS - AR A N CIHEE T FEAR L -

‘\-JH}
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(=) MNEBESHHRMEBEAK
ARSE Z DL B « (o 2 BT 1T TEEE L 2 B S FERER8AN - LU 1T B TF L2 Bhis
FEREZRH - SEMIE B R T E A Davis et al. (1989) Z B EEKZE » & &M BUEE » ¥ 1T
25 I A AR Ay o BLER 0 R B RETHRAE IE (R iR IR 6 7 o
(M) LEE
ARSCRE FE IS« (TR R IT B > O 2SR BRI R - R R
YE O TOEE R M ERE o B EER 2% Mikkelsen et al. (2002) ZBHKHEL - B ®R
WY 5 By AR E 2R E AR - WA SRS TE B (R R Rk 3 4 -
(h) BBEH
KCE IR - (E R T 1T R 5 E SRR - (A REE B AT (IR R 9e sl F
BhEA[R AT EERENT o LI B R 2R E 2% Ai-Khaldi & Ai-Jabri (1998) 2 TEISELF] (computer
liking) R ARERET > RGBSR /i g - (R H R A S - LSS RSB TR E IE LA R IR
oK 4R o
DI ERERAE R RE (Likert Scale) 57> B ISR » #¢ TIEFFRIEL B TIEH A
B IEm R FRERC 53 77 20 5~1 43 - B RESAR R RERD 75 5 2AE 1~5 5 o
(77) ADOfREHEE
KRS E B2 A TR - I EEES - AFF - R~ & - BIRHREAE
TR AE S0 - HoR - IR M EIEAE M M > & A FEHECE AR & i 5 SR
AE » NG FE R » A LIRS & S 2 N A R PR ERP JIRRERTE - LUK A &
A R & R SRR A L2 > HRny 5 B2 55 0 1= A 200 ~ 2= F 200 > (HEIBK
REECRS ~ 3= 200 - HIIBEREEUE 4 -

M- BEMELEE

7 — D HERME Z A BAE A SCEH S 119 0 B R A R PR I K 38 o
(Exploration Factory Analysis, EFA) Ei Cronbach’s o fH » 2K 47 Al ¥t&l 1 b2 B W58 (HE7
PRERA: ) > B — g Y A8 B (S BE ] o ASSCER A R 03 7 i ARGEAT BRR P K S8 0 47 - MBS
X WETH Y [K 3% BT B (Factor Loading) K3 0.5 Z REIEH - EFA IUFS B 1 ok » FRhER - 81
Rz 7 (R Fess Bz P I RE R O A S R B — T > HL R R Z s > [RIEIE
(64.62%) 9t > FRAES# B E 70% LA L s B FEE BRI o B3R 1 2 ikta— e El > Frf
Fr & H8TH 2 & 71 Cronbach’s o EE KIS 0.7 LLL o LA E 2R » A 2B 2 &MHRIER
{AH & R BE RS BIUE B » T EEARORAE T B ANER 1 25— AR -
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&®1 BBNMEREE
FRE=2¥ it K3 R Cronbach’s
(p.07) HreaE At #Re  a
# T # CPU, CD-Rom, RAM, Driver B Modem ZIEE ° 0.795
— i T LAN, Database, Client/Server 28 .2 IIRE 0.844
(3.48.0.79) HOEAGE AT LR L (38N R o 0.885  71.08 0.89
HATE E-mail :ZII6E > AIWUE ~ BIEBIRIREE - 0.863
HEEAFM > Bkl DU EREsRes | IO ReUERes - 0778
I AT ERP AAEE RTINS » 15 AT LIBEIRF B B F - 0.778
Bt 4% & AT ERP SRATH R RERE - B T o] LUR D s B 3 fige
(328.0.73) 0.922  75.89 0.84
HBRGEANBREF D IEE ERP A AR o 0.906
- HBEASHE S 1RO B A ETHY ERP R HI o 0.883
(3.54.0.80) HAHRIS ARG LB B TER AT ERP RALEVIGE 0.672  70.44 0.79
HEAS TR R RG22 (A #THY ERP R 47 0.887
r— ST E 2 INE A T AT ERP FIBGRAR 7 25
2.16.058) H#%&E%’@? (lf BAEZNE - 2= 28 HEEARH - ~3=1H
2008 - HREE R ) -
g REESHTH ERP A - (ER(E LIRE D) LT 0.896
SRYE BT ERP AL IR B ARAAHRIE - 0.908 78.76 0.86
(-10,0.73) 35 B85 ERP % - SR ARG - e mi - 0.858
msg HERISHT ERPSRIIG L LIRIRRIF 2 T - 0.937
R RESH ERP A AT LA BARZ I o 0.931 85.19 0.91
(3.67,0.84) BB ERP e EH A0 TAE B BIRA - 0.901
- Hog ¥z OEE R ERP AR S HE B 5 A T AFIRFH] o 0.824
(3.33.0.62 B0 TIERICTIR A 2 BRI 5 22551 ERP M o 0.762  64.622 0.72
iz OEE Y ERP ARSI INEN TIEEHE - 0.824
BZeNEE - Fea L3 ERP AR HABINEE 0.826
srAmEn  (ELIFE o REARE Sk g8 AT ERP B4 - 0.918 - 058
(3.54,0.71) #REIMIE - FAHLEETAAT ERP AMI R E & o 0.870
GZERIEE - e BRI 3T BRP AR HABIIEE 0.831
T~ BROIGE
e 1 2 ifgesisrh - A 8 (RS > 4 (/A8 B (FERSAIER ~ Boifr iR ~ S5 A B

BilliR) 24 (ERE s (RS MM ~ AR - R R RER ) - 13 8 (R BUPRL 22
R EEICEL 6 RAHBRREAS o ASCE FLIRIEATM EFA ZA5 53 - KA S8 (BERIERIL) Z1E5]
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AIRIZRTHEE (factor scores) » PRI FHIAIENE 1 ZHFFE2E4E » 1T LU HI AT -
(—) B2 (path analysis)

AR LS A > G FmlE] 1 AR 2 BRI IR RBA TR o 5 7 oA e A BcE R » A
X LIRS RSB TR (Linear Structure Relation, LISREL ) AT TIERE 4T » A STl 5222 AH B SR
LI %7 LAk GFI ~ RMR ~ RMSEA ~ AGFI ~ NFI Bl CFI % I HR I > keI B 2 Slic e »
38 SLFEIE AR B AN 3 2 255 —YIFr ( Bentler, 1990; Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998; Hong
et al., 2002) < H2K > £ THEGEE IS E e g (KBRS BATAEF RERIRRE » AL,
FHBHAERER 5 73 AT BB AGEE T LISREL 7947 ©

®2 EAEEEDMER

izt x? df p GFI AGFI RMSR  RMSEA NFI CFI
R iE - —  >005 >0900  >0.80 <0.10 <0.08 >0.90  >0.90
WaaR X 0.00 0 - 1.000 - 0.00 - 1.00 1.00
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Due to the growing global competition, many organizations have implemented new Information Technology
(IT) to enhance their competitiveness. This paper aims to explore the learning attitude of business users
toward a newly implemented IT. Two variables, anxiety and learning interest, were employed to define the
learning attitudes. This study investigated how 4 exogenous variables affect the user learning attitude through
two mediating variables of TAM, perceived ease of use and perceived usefulness. The 4 exogenous variables
were internal computer knowledge and 3 external learning environments: technology support, learning
climate and training. For the purpose of this study, a casual model concerning an implemented IT of ERP
system was constructed and tested. The sample consisted of 119 workplace users from 3 small-medium scale
manufactories that had just implemented new ERP systems. The results indicated that, except for the training
factor, each of the exogenous variables had significant direct or indirect effects on user learning attitude. The
training factor did not affect the learning attitude, but it had significant relationships with the external factors
of technology support and learning climate. It is believed that the findings in this study provide some useful

information to organization managers when implementing a new IT.
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